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In the Supreme Court of the
Hawaiian Islands.

September Terh, 1895.

James I. Dowsett vb. Matjkeala,
Naea, Kaumaea, Hina, Elikai
and kaluahilo.

Before Judd, C.J , Fbear, J , and J.
A. Maqoon, E-q- ., a member of
Bar, in place of Bickerton, J.,
absent from illness.

A new trial will not be granted on the
ground that a mixed jury was notdrawn alternately as directed by the
itatiite.no objection having been talento the method of drawing until afterthe jurors had been examined on tbeirtoir (fire and accented, aud the party
afterwards objecting 10 such drawing
not having been prejudiced thereby.

Tenants were living on an ahnpuaa of land
by permission of thee itf 01 konohlU
nnder the old tenure previous to theLand Commission. Such nossessinn i
presumed to continue to be permis-iv- e
after the award of title to the owner of
tbe abnpuHH. unless acts are shpvn
which would render the possession ad-
verse.

The defendants contend that the record
disclosed a joint judgment against
them, whereas thei occupation was
separate. Held, as the point did not
come to the Appellate Court in the Ml
of exceptions, it cannot be considered.

OPINION OF THE COURT BY JUDD, C. J
For a statement of the plaintiff's

title eee Dow-e- tt v. Maukeala et a!., 9
Haw. 233. Ou the last trial of this
case the Circuit Judge presiding
charged the jury that the evidence
showed that the entry of the defend-
ants or their ancestors was a permis-
sive one, tl.ey holding subject to the
chief or konohikl aud that there was
no evidence to establish their posses-sin- u

as adverse to the plain iff, and
the jury returned a verdict for plaintiff
without leaving thir seats. The case
comes to ui on a hill of exceptions.
The fir t part of the hill is objection-
able because not exhibiting in detail
me various exceptions takeu during
the trial, but referring to them as to
appear in the stenographer's notes
when pte ared. See our decision ou
such a bill of exceptions in Kapua
kela v. Iaea, filed July 2G 1S95, aud in
De JFraga v Portuguese Mutual Ben.
Soc, filed October 18, 1895.

As this bill was allowed before a
decision of this Court upon this ques
tion, we consider the only point raised
in this connection. The case called
for a mixed jury The defendants'
counsel claims that the trial court
erred in not drawing the names of the
Hawaiian aud foieigu jurors alter-
nately from the box. The clerk's
minutes do not agree in every respect
with the notes of the stenographer.
"We account for this from theomission
of the stenographer to linfe, in the dis
cussious between the Court aud the
counsel for defendant?, Mr Rosa, all
that transpired. The best conclusion
we can come to is that the objec
tion to the court's allowing the
Jury to be drawn as it wa,
that is, all the MX Hawaiians
first aud then six foreigners, was not
formally made until after they bad
been sworn on their voir dire apd
accepted. Without deciding whether
the Btatute which prescribes that the
mixed jury must be drawn alternately
(Compiled Laws, p. 359 is mandatory
or directory, wjf hold that the objec-
tion was waived by accepting the jury.
Counsel, if he insisted upon the objec
tion, should have moved that the jury
be discharged and a new jury drawn.
We caunot find that the method pur-
sued by the court prejudiced the

in any way, and we overrule
the exception on this poiut.

The Judge's charge is as follows:
"Gentlemen of the jury, tbN is the

third trial of this case, the first trial
being before JudgH Whiting, for which
a verdict for the defendants was ren-
dered. A new Jrial was granted by
Judge Whiting and his order was
sustained by the Supreme Court, and
the decision of the Supreme Court in
that case has now become the law in
this case. The trial which took place
before rmself in November resulted
in a disagreement; at (bat time the
plalutiU asked for instructions wiilch
practically amounted to the statement
of the law of the case as rendered by
the Supreme Court, but'for fear that
there had beeuevidencedifferent from
the trial upon which the decision of
th Supreme Court had been based, I
declined to give the instructions
asked foraudseut thecase to the jury.
After a more careful review of the
evidence, in the former cases and
strict atteutiou to the evidence as
given in this case, I am inclined to
the opiniou that my giving the case
to the jury in the former trial was
error under theMuslructious which I
did give.

The plaintiff in this caehas shown
you iy a direct chain of paper title
that be is the owner of this portion of
the ahujiuaa of Halawa; those docu-
ments are prima facie evidence of
their contents and would vest the
title in the plaintiff subject to any
adverse possesion which the defend-
ants might have shown you.

Adverse posses-io- n is of twoor three
qualities; first, where a man oes into
possession uuder a paper title witli a
claim of title; second, byword agree-
ment; thin', as a mere usurper.
Where the' occupation has been with
the permission of the owner of the
laud, in order that adverse possession
may begiu to ruu it is necessary that
some direct notice be given to the
owner that the occupier is holding
hostile to himself.

The statute of limitations which is
the basis of adverse claims, is in the
nature of a penalty and is never en-

forced unless it is shown that the
owners of the land have slept upon
their rights for the period of twenty
years.

I feel compelled to instruct you as a
matter of law, that the evidence has
shown that thr entry of these persons
ox their ancestors was a permissive
one; that they held subject to the
chief or konohikl, and that there is
no evidence to establish adverse pos-
session iu this case, the defendants
having failed to occupy the laud noto-
riously and completely, continu-
ously for the requisite period of twenty
years adversely to the claim of the
plaintiff."

The defendants claim that the court

erred in relj Ing upon the original per
missive entry ot tne defendants' an
cestore, Euch permissive entry ante
dating the award of the Land Com
mission under which the plaintiff
ciaims. xue argument is made that
as adverse possession prior to an
award of the Land Commission can
not be tacked on to adverse nosaes
sion subsequent to that date iu order
tomaKeout the full period of twenty
years (.ivanaiua vs. long 3 Haw. R,
332) so the adverse possession caunot
be defeated by permissive acts or pos-
session or entries antedating the
award. In other words the possession
or a person living on laud bv nermis
sion of the chief before he obtained a
paper title to the land caunot be con
sidered in law as continuing to have
tuis permissive nature.

We cannot agree with this conten
tion. me Latin uommisslon was a
court and had full jurisdiction to set
tleall claims to land, whether by
claimants of the larger divisions of
laud as diidrdin ancient times bv
name, or by the hoaaiuas or natives
living ou tne lands uuder the chiefs.
If the Land Commission expired and
tne noaaiuas or native tenants neg- -
lecieu to present tneir claims lortne
parcels of the laud which thev desired
and for which they would ordinarily
be awarded a kuieaua title, showing
merely tbeir occupation of the same
as a foundation for it, we thiuk they
must be considered as content with
their prior status as tenants by permis
sion of the land owner. Such teuancy
would therefore, in law, be consid-
ered as continuing until some act of
theirs changed their holding from the
permis-iv- e nature to one of an adverse
or hostile nature. The evidence shows
that the defendants thought they had
a right to the land because they had
lived on it so long

The legislation in behalf of the
native tenants was extremely liberal.
We call especial attention to an Act
passed on the 6th August, 1850, where
lee simple titles free of commutation
were- - authorized to be granted to all
native tenants or hoaaiuas for the
land occupied pud improved by them
whether the same were portions of
government lauds or laud held by the
king or any chief or konohiki. House
lots, not in uouoiuiu, Liuaiua or
Hilo, not exceeding oue quarter of an
acre, were authorized to be granted
and the cultivated ground or kalo
lands were limited to those actually
cultivated by the applicant. In Oui
v. Meek, 2 Haw. 87, this Court held
that the Act repealed the former leg-
islation aud theaucient tenure, but iu
the 7th section preserved to the peo-
ple, whether hoaainas by ancient
custom or kuieaua holders, certain
specific rights as to take firewood,
house timber, thatch, &c, for their
oivu use. Judge Kobertson says that
this Act h.id for oue of its purposes
"the protecting the hoaaiuas in the
enjoyment of certain rights therein
enumerated as against the sweeping
operation of the kouohikin1 allodial
titles " In Haalelea v Moufgomery,
Id 6.2, the court held that the sale of a
portiou of an ahupuaa gave to the
grantee as a teuant or hoaaiua of the
ahupuaa a common right of piscary iu
the fishing ground adjacent; and that
in the lueauiujj of the law regulatiug
fisheries a tenant was any one occu-
pying "lawfully'' any portion of the
ahupuaa.

The argument might be made that
tile grant of these specific rights, at-
tached to all persons living ou any
ahupuaa, whether kuieaua holders or
not was lucousi-teu- t with their hold-
ing as tenants at will of the laud
owner.

This use of the word "lawful" shows
that the court did u t intend to hold
that any person living without right
ou the ahupuaa whether a kuieaua L

holder or not, had the specific rights
granted to the. people. I'o entitle a
persou to such' rights he must be a
'lawful" occupier, that is, have some

title wnetuer by beiug the holder of a
kuieaua, or having purcha-e- d a por-
tion of the ahupuaa, as Wjs the case
bj'ore the court, or by some other law
ful tenure. Now, if the hoaaina so
called, without paper title by kule
ana, remains on the land after his per
missive occupancy has ceased either
by notice to quit or by his own act
of rtfu-iu- g to attoru, he cannot be
considered as beiug a "lawful occu
pier" and entitled to the specific
rights of the people above set forth.
It seems to us that these specific
rights on an ahupuaa must be con
fined to those who have lawful right
to reside there whether upon kule-aua- s

or hi' the will ol the owner. To
say that the old tenancy by will of the
chief or kouohiki became au adverse
holding as soou as the chief or kou'o
liikl received his title to the land and
thN without notice ou the tenant's
part that he held thenceforth adverse
ly, would give such person holding
thereafter for twenty years, to all ts

aud purpo-e- s, as perfect a title
to the laud lie held as if he had ap-
plied for and received a fee simple
title therefor aud he thus he saved
the expense of procuring such title.
The law did not intend thus t'o
favor those who slept upon their
rights.

By the evidence the holding of
these defendants became adver-- e in
18S5 wheu they refused to pay rent.
The statute began to ruu then. This
suit interrupts it. We think the
Judge's charge was right aud was
warranted bj the evidence.

The last point to be cousidered is
that the record disclo-e- s that' a joint
judgment has been obtaiued against
defendants who lived separate and
apart from each other upou the same
abupuai not claiming jointly or as
tenants in common; but each for him-
self ou adistiuct portiou of the ahu-
puaa acquired by him, it mav be of
the same grantor, but at different
times aud under different circum
stances.

This point, not having been raised
at the trial below and not being certi-
fied to Us in the bill of exceptions, we
do not feel at liberty to consider. fi

We overrule the exceptions.
C. Brown for plaiutifl; W. A. Kin-

ney for defendant.
Honolulu, November 12th, 1895.

The New Church.

Rev. T. D. Garvin will probably
hold the first service in the new
Christian church next Sunday.
The Australia brought the windows
for the building, and the work will
probably be pushed to completion
during the present week.
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In the Supreme1 Court of the

Hawaiian Islands.

September Term, 1895.

V. Gear anil B. L. Finney vs.
G.X). Kenyon and E. Norrie.

In Equity.
pressed by the Court in Can- -

,!',ee Swan & Co. v. DeereBefore Judd, C. J., Frear, J., , & Co. 54 111. 457, "It is the actual use
Circuit Judge Whitio, who sat of the trade-mar- k affixed to the mer--

in place of Mr. Justice I chandise of the manufacturer and this
absent from illness. .P" U eele

i ment of Judge Wallace
I in Atlantic Milling' Co. v. Rnhinann

The title to a newspaper, the "Evening
isuuetin. witn wnicn is incorporated tne
Independent." is not infringed upon by
the publication of a newspaper entitled
-- ine independent.

Froperty in a trade-ma- rt cannot be ac-
quired or retained indnendently of the
article which the trade-mar- k symbol -
ize9- - .

Intentional abandonment of the use of a
trade-mar- k is intention of the abandon
ment of the right to the trade-mar-

opinion of the court by judd, c. J.
A. V. Gear was the proprietor of a

newspaper called the "lud-peudent.- "

R T. tinllwv TXTna flio nmnrlalnr ef n
newspaper called the Bui -

On the irih Tnn -st rho
two persons formed a partnership, ' destroy the right. Crowley v. Llght-aiPru- Mi

the two nanera into oiip and t fowler, Law Reports, 2 Ch. 478. "It
the partnership published a news- -

under the titl "Evening Bul - i
.
paper

. ... . . . . ....
letiu witn wnicn is incorporated tne'
Independent." The defendants there- -

iflr n nu-n,.U-r lln.l-- r t hi. .

titioTiiTi.rio,...,.iont ii
The plaintiffs' bill against defend- '

ants -- lieges inter alia that the plain- - "tue independent" hut the publish-tif- f

secured a "copyright" for inKa different paper with a differ-thtii- nf

the iiMmnti.rrii "Wan., cut title, which seems to us to show
inRnIl..Mi. with whit.li Ih Innnmn.
rated the Independent," and applied Independent." We.tbiuk the de-fo- r

but failed to secure fort tiiurrer was properly sustained. Ap
tne title rue tuueuendent": mat
t?...m tn K n.i.imil A.t.l.n.. t ,IA t . I .. '
ucai is lucuiiiiini auiuui Ol lue uue
the Bulletin with which is
incorporated the Independent": that.
on tlie 24th June lasJL the defendants
published a newspaper called "Thet
Independent," though notified by
plaluttffs that they would consider it
au infringement of their copyright,
aud ihat they had never abandoned
the title "The Independent," but in-

tended to preserve the same for them-
selves iu tbeir newspaper business,
aud plaintiff-- ) pray that tl) defend-
ants may be enjoined from publishing
any newspaper under the title "The
Independent."

The defendants demurred aud the
demurrer was sustained by Circuit
Judge Cooper on the points that the
bill shows no infringement and shows
au abandonment of the title "The
Independent." The case comes to us
ou these points alone, the plaintiffs
waiving other points which were
ruieu in ineiriavor.

A few principles of law may here be
stated The right to a trails-mar- k is
louuded upon possessiou aud
sion rests upon the mere act of adop
tion and ue. Browne on the law of
trade marks, Sec. 46, and cases cited
Registration of a trade-mar- k is not
esseutial to its nor to the
right to sue for an infringement,
one object of the statute of regis-
tration being to afford a conven-
ient method of proving au adop-
tion of the trademark; that is, it
affords prima facie evidence of owner-- J

ship A newspaper title meiejy does
not seem to tie au appropriate subject
of copyright aud therefore the copy-
righting by the plaintiffs of the title
to their newspaper cuts no ngure iu
this case Each itself
may be the subject of copyright, but
not the title distinct from the subject
matter of publicatiou. "The title of a
newspaper may possess all the'eharac-teri-tic- s

of a trade mark when the
same is a newly coined term or an ar-
bitrary symbol; but that is generally
not so." Browne, rfec. 547.

There aie numerous cases in which
courts of equity have enjoined the ue
of a title ot a newspaper which bears
such a to the title of another
paper which has the right to it as a
trade-mar- k that the casual reader,
not the clos" observer, would not
readily distinguish between the two
aud would be likely to be deceived or
misled into purchasing the one for the
other. Toshowiufringement identity
is not essential: is

32 Fd. R. 94 A few of the
ca-e- S We now cite.

The "Kveiiing Post" 'was not a suff-
icient infringement ou the
Post" to entitle to an injunc
tion. Borthwick v. Evening I'o-it- , 37
Cu. Div. 449

'Chatter Book" was an imitation
aud an infringement of "Chatter
Box," both book? gotten up iu the
same stvle aud both juvenile publica-
tions. E-t- e- v Leslie. 29 Fed. R 91.

"The News" held no
piracy of "The New 11
Oregon. 322

"El CronUta" hld no infringement
of "El Crouica " Ulted in 26 fclug.
and Amer Encye. ot Law, p. 271.

"The New Em" Is no infringement
of "The Democratic Kepuhlicau New
Era ' Bell v Locke, 8 Paie, 75

We are not favored upon any alle-
gation iu the bill with a view of the
two papers so as to ascertain by in-

spection whether they are so similar
iu title, paper, tyn-- , method of
folding, etc., as to miIead the casual
observer. Ve have tb pass upon the
uaked allegations in the bill setting
out the r spective titles. We find
that they are certainly not idem
sonans Nor would one desiring to
buy the Bulletin, with
which is incorporated the Indepen-
dent," be likely to be deceived into
buying "The Independent" instead of
the former.

Upon the fce of the hill we fail to
d au inlringemeut of the title of the

present newspaper. But
the plnintiffs claim in argument that
they still own the title, ag a

of their former paper, "The Inde-
pendent," aud they have never aban
doued it. There is no exact averment
in the bill that they own this title,
but it may be inferred from other alle-
gations. If the plaintiff-- still own the
trade mark, "The Independent, " then
the publication of the defeudaut'A-pape- r

is an infringement, for the
are identical The question remains,
therefore, do the plaintiffs still own
this t'ade-mar- k or have they lost it
by abandonment? A trade-ma-rk

,.-- f t
-" .r.

may De ,03t y voluntary abandon- -!
nieut. .Mere non-use- r is not abandon-,men- t.

But intentional abandonment

Bickerton,

property."

"Evening

Gear

copyiiht

"Evening

posses

ownership

publication

similarity

similarity

"Morning
plaintiffs

IJorthwe-- t
Northwest."

size,

"Evening

plaintiff's

trade-
mark,

titles

ol tne use of a trade-ma- rk is Intention
of the abandonment of the right to
me jiauB-mar-

s. rroperty in a trade-
mark cannot be acquired or retained
independently of the article which itsymbolizes. It differs from n. nnr.
right or a patent, for the owuer of

j these may retain them, though he
I may have abandoned all Intention to

make use of them As ex- -

et al. 20 Fed. R. 218, says, "The right
t" i" eiciui ve use or a word or sym
bol as a trademark is inseparable
from the rignt to make and sell the
commodity which it has been appro- -
Pnaleu' "eslgnate as tne production
or article of the proprietor. It may

' be abandoned if the business of the
proprietor is abandoned."

The bill in our1 opinion shows
deliberate abandoumeut of the nubli--

l cation of the old "Independent" and
j the use of that name as a trade-mar- k

but with the inteutiou to retain the
i ownership of the mark itself. This,
I as we have seen, is impossible.

The authorities do not consider
mere suspension of the manufacuret
?f " aide without evidence of an
Intention to abandon as sutticleut to

would be absurd to suppose that a
P.erson 10sC "is trane-raai- K by not put- -
tint, mnru nnmla fn thd mnv-L-c- nl.on"- -, "-- """"' c"&",. i' wa ?'u"eij, fou!" & Co- - v- -
BoeilUl, id. 26 Cll DiV. 406.

But the bill shows not merely the
H2.1.1 uler.by plaintiff of the newspaper

intention to abandon the title "The

" "n""E. P. Dole for plaintiffs; P. JTeu- -

maun for defendants.
Honolulu, November 12, 1895.

Burning Pain
Erysipelas in Face and Eyea
Inflammation Subdued and Tor-

tures Ended by Hood's.
"I am so Rlad to be relieved ol ray torturei

that I am willing to tell the benefits I have do
ried from flood's Sarsaparllla. In April aud
Slay, I was afflicted with erysipelas In my faca
and eyes, w lilch sprexd to my throat and neck.
I tried dhers ointments and alteratives, hut
there w as no permanent abatement of the liurn-ln-

torturing pain, peculiar to this complaint
I began to take IIoAJ's Sarsaparllla and

Felt Marked Relief
before I had finished the first bottle. I con-
tinued to improve until, when I bad taken Iom

BJOAi'V'
Sarsapariila

bottles, I was completely cured, and felt Uiat a
signs, marks and s)mptomi of that dire com-
plaint luirt forever vanished." Mns. E. E.
Ottawa, HilLstx.ro, Wisconsin.

Hood's Pills are prompt and enident, ytf
asy In action. Bold by all druscUU. asc.

IIOUROX DHUG COMPANY,

Wholesale Agents.

Sngar! Sugar! Sugar?

If Sugar is what you want uso

FERTILIZER.
The Hawaiian Fertilizing Company ha

just received per " Helen Brewer

50 Tons Soft Phosphate Florida,
150 Tons Double Superphosphate,
300 Tons Natural Plant Foed,
25 Tons Common Superphosphate

Also per " Martha Davis" a&d other
vessels,

Nitrate of Soda,
Sulphate of Ammonia.

Sulphate of Potash.
Muriate of Potash & Kalnit

High-Gra- de Manures
To any analysis always eo hand r

made to ordtr.

A. F. C00KE, Agent.
CHAS. BREWER & CO.'S

Boston Line of Packets
SHIPPERS will Please Take Notice

that the

Bark HOLLiSWOOD
Will Leave New York for this port on or

about SEPTEMBER 30th.
For further information apply to Chas.

Brewer & Co., 27 Kilby street, Boston,
Mass., or to

C. BREWER & CO., LTD.,
Honolulu. Aeents.

Daily Advertiser 75 cents
month. Delivered by carrier.

new this but in the
United States, are

use, arid on account of their and easy
qualities, they have taken first rank among

We have just received a car load of Mills and can fur-
nish on short notice steel galvanized mills of 8, 10, and
12-f- oot diameter and WOOQAULLSof 8, 10, 12, 14, i6andi8-fo- ot

diameter. We have direct motion nvindmills for
places where thereare steady strong winds, and geared mills
which will run very light winds, but cannot pump so fast
as the direct motion mills. Some of our mills have oiled

of the most approved kinds, and some the cele-
brated graphite BEARiNGS,which will run foryears with

fill .

I?

1

I

tmmWF

country,
thousands

superior strength
running;
windmills.

bearings

out any 011; aiso STEEL GAVANIZED TOWERS,
30 and 40 feet high.

SEND FOR THE

Perkins
And read the description of the geared mills
for farmers and stockmen. With the use of
shafting and pulleys they can be made to
grind corn or barley; cut fodder, turn a grind-
stone and saw your wood.

Wooden Towers can be erected if pre-
ferred, and we give directions fonthe-th- e

timber and erection. We have also Gould's
Lifting and Force.

of to
in of

is a
of

in

. .
' ... A . . .

One who saw our v.i; mnrp th.in with th itltj-
bv The we. had to

them to the and

for houseior
We can furnish

redwood tanks, also,
all sizes from 600 gallons 10,000 gallons

made the best way and the best clear

The perfect satisfaction that the Perkins
Windmills and the Goulds Pumps have given wherever
they have been used and properly adjusted guarantee

their success. Try the Perkins Mill and get something
that will stand the strongest wind and yet work well
the lightest Southerly wind.

E. 0. Hall &

THE PERKINS

WINDMILL

Catalogue

punps windmill

redwood.

Q1YE US ANOTHER SHOT AT YOU

WITH

"KOMBI" and Pocket Kodak.

Everv "ND.5 nill.I.F.T" nliviwt
done them. onlv fault

satisfy demand. Come

use.

POCKET KODAK $5.50.
Loaded for Twelve l'Ictiircs.

Makes pictures large enough to be good for contact printing and good enough to
enlarge to any reasonable size. " One button does it. ou press it." Welglis only
five ounces. HERE! ANOTHER!

Kombil Kombil Kombil

-- ZTi..with
accoo

Int.P' San

Son, Limited,

AGENTS.

find was we did have ennmrh nf
look the

STOCKTON,
OAX.

TREATMROT r vin-i- r ..j uvntrnir.

Jjruunmoj ri acre. In Ttntorer pablie lsitlutloni in facllltr el

K. n. San
Db. E. DauiT. Snr. 3. P. Co., Oakland

Hospital
D. W. Sa Ja..late Inian'e'iijliial UtS-t-

Loaded for Twenty-riv-o I'lcturos.

This little camera can be in the pocket. Nothing-i- s left undone to make It
a perfect little gem of a camera. Can be used as a snap shot or time exposure. So
simple that a boy or a girl can use it. Tw enty-fiv- e perfect exposures one loading.
Every KOMBI guaranteed.

Both of these Cameras can be loaded or film changed in daylight. We have on
exhibition an assortment of pictures taken with these cameras which are perfect
every detail.

H0LLISTER DRUG COMPANY.

The PACIFIC HOSPITAL
UNDER THE MANAGEMENT

IS. f 7. CLJL2Z, lirlitil IS. 0. A. S7331Z3, Atr rirHdii. 015. C. OA2Z,

PBITATB HOSPITAL for the CARS ind

at

ua.

In

OK

DISEASES. MORPniNE ud COCOAINE HABITS. ."
THE Proprleurr limitation known u The Pacific Hpltal ii deratednd treatment of Mentil ind Nervnn. nf...... l1? u" 5"
lusted In the inborbs of Stockton, mud nrmnnri.ri . iJl iT. ."i !f? ". R1"""'

cnldrated .rA.. and ",r. - "pleasant walka. IU adrantacea
wuuifBioa koq procunnj? extra
Mrtlcnlara apply to the Management.
P.L.C.Li.N Han Prancleco
Db. W. H. Mats ....B. P. Airlnm

?T-A- - McLbab Francisco
Daa.8.Txru .....San Frandeco

DB.a.A.SHCBTLCTi'.i.ipa,
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